Recent .Investigations into Archaic
fashion* Undoubtedly, in many countries, the polyandrous system was the intervening link, and very likely in some places the process indicated by Sir John Lubbock was in operation ; but different nations and different tribes hav e acquired civilisation afte. difierent methods, and the modifications in the marriage system, too, were not the same in all places. All attempts, therefore, to find out one universal process through which communal marriage has been modified into civilised marriage will be futile, A.11 that we can assert on this point is that, as, with the progress of society, tribes which held their grounds and woods in common, found it convenient to split into separate groups and make a corresponding division of property, even so the communal system of marriage, which had answered well enough before, was found inconsistent with a more advanced stage of society, and women were divided also, and appropriated, either by distinct individuals or, by distinct families*
In no two countries, probably, is the history of the rise of proprietary rights the same. Among some tribes who are still barbarous, we find families holding possession of lauds separately from other families, while among other races far more civilised, we still find the idea of proprietary right less developed, and lands are held in common by the people of a village and often divided annually, or after fixed periods. Similarly, in no two countries, probably, has the history of tribes splitting into separate groups been the same. Judging from tfre advanced and civilised institutions of the Hindus, the Jews, and the Romans, the learned and ingenious Sir Henry S. Maine has imagined that the patriarchal system, recognising the father as the head of the family, including wife, children, grandchildren and slaves, was the primitive and universal system all over the world. Yet, as we have already seen, the tribal system, which recognises the'tribe as the unit, and knows of no division into f amilies, is more archaic than the patriarchal system; nor have tribes been always modified into the modern family system through the patriarchal system. On the contrary, relationship through the female line is more archaic than through the male line, and still prevails in many barbarous countries ; in Australia, and among the Indian tribes of America,
We have been drawn into this argument to shew that a general resemblance in the broad features is all that we can expect in the history of proprietary rights, as well as in the history of the development of family groups among different tribes. Why should we expect a greater uniformity in regard to the rise of the marriage systena ? All that we can. assert about the splitting of tribes into families is, that it was brought about by the progress of civilisation; that in au advanced stage of society mafi found it